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1. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: . 

Basis of Che opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicalMliQr 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule AiUs. l(a)(i) with regard to novel^, inventive step or industrial 
q>plicability; citatiois and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

/ Certain observations on the international application . 

2. FURTHER ACnON 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an 
Autiiority odier than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule 66.1i»ir(&) 
that written opinions of this International Searchii^ Mthority wiU hot be so considned. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of die IPEA, the applicant is invited to siibmit to the 
IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before tiie oqpiration of 3 months from the dale of 
mailing of Form PCT/ISA/220 or before Uie expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whidicver ei^ires latar. . 
For furtfai^ options, see Form PCT/ISA/220. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220. 
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WRTITEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 


International application No. 
PCTAJS04/37511 


Box No. I Basis of tbis opinion 


1; With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 




13 { the international application in the language in which it was filed 




PI p r«;«ciQrin« Af thi^ intf^rnnHnnni AppiicArinn into . which is the lanfiUEM of a translation furnished for the 
purposes ot mterniutional search (Rules 12.3(a) and.23. i(b)). 


2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add seqdenoe disclosied in the international application and necessary to the 
: claimed invention, this opinion has been established, on the basis of: 


.. 4 iegi^ listing . 




rn y table(s) related to the sequence listigg 




" Vb/' 




; Q on pycf ^ " 




n in electronic form 




: c. timerffiling/fUmishing 




pn contained in the international application as filed. 




Q] filed together with the international application in electronic form. 


|~| furnished subsequendy to this Audiority for the purposes of search. 


3- n addition, in the case that more tiian one vCTsion or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto hais been 
filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in die subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in 
the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, wore Aimisbed. 


4. Additional comments: 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORriY 



Imernatiooal application No. 
PCTAJS04/37511 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 &u.l(a)(0 with regard to novelty, inventive st^ or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1, StatemMit 



Novelty (N) Claims 2.3.8.9.20.21.23.24.26^8 YRS 

... Claims 1.4.7. 10-19.22..25 NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims 2.20.26.28-48 YES 

Claims 1. 3-19,2N25.27 NO 

Industrial applicability (lA) Claims 1-48 YES 

Claims NONE N O 



2. Citations and e)q>lanations: 

Claims 1 , 4-7, 10-19, 22 and 25 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as beii^ anticqiated by Scheidc. Scfaenk teaches administration 
of >S^to treat neurodegenerative diseases. 



Claims 3, 21 and 27 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Schenk in view of Harris et al.. Scheidc 
does not teach the use of keyhole limpet hemocyanin as a molecular adjuvant but otherwise teaches all of the claimed method of 
treatment of neurodegenerative diseases by administration of A . Harris et al. disclose the advantages to use keyhole limpet 
hemocyanin for immunostimulatory purposes. Since the art at the time of invention clearly indicates the advantages of additive use of 
keyhole limpet hemocyanin, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in theart at the time this invention was made to 
employ keyhole limpet hemocyanin as a molecular adjuvant to be administered with ^ 

Claims 8-9, 23 and 24 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Schenk in view of Sena-Esteves et al... 
Schenk does not teach die use of HSV amplicon vectors to contain nucleic acid encoding A peptides but otherwise leaches all of the 
claimed method of treatment of neurodegenerative diseases by administration of A . Sena-Esteves et al. disclose the advantages to use 
HSV amplicon vectors. Because ttie advantages of use of HSV-based vectors are fully disclosed by Sena-Estaves et al., it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time this invention was made to employ HSV-based amplicon vector systan 16 
contain nucleic acid to encode amyloid protein to be administered to treat neurodegenerative diseases as disclosed by Schenk. 



Claims 2. 20, 26 and 28-48 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(2)-(3), because flie prior art does not teach or fairly suggest 
methods of treating a patient with neurodegenerative disease charact^ized by accumulation of oetracellular plaques by administration 
of A and tetanus.toxin as a molecular adjuvant. 

Claims M8 meet die criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4), and thus have industrial aif^licability because the subject matter dauned 
can be made or used in industry. 
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